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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-7, 10-12, 15, 17-23, 26-28, and 47-48 were pending. The 
correspondence filed 11/17/04 amended claims 1,4-6, 10, 17, 20-21, and 26. 
Claims 1-7, 10-12, 15, 17-23, 26-28, and 47-48 remain for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/17/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1 , 2-4, and 47: Applicant argues, "Contrary to the Examiner's 
contention, Brown does not teach or suggest ascertaining whether a pushed record, in its current form as 
affected by the deleted change, has already been replicated or deleted In the remote application data 
store In the manner required by Claim f. Moreover. Brown fails to teach or suggest updating the remote 
application data store with the pushed record and identifying the pushed record in the remote application 
data store as a pushed record if it is ascertained that the pushed record has not been so replicated or 
deleted." Examiner disagrees with this contention. The invention disclosed by Brown 
has the capability of determining whether or not a pushed record has been deleted or 
changed, through the use of metadata (paragraphs 0064, 0066, 0085, 0094, and 0097). 
It should also be noted that this synchronization process is bi-directional, i.e. a client 
may push content to a server, and vice versa (paragraph 0091 , and Figs. 4A-4C). 

Regarding claims 5-7 and 48: Applicant argues, "Nothing in paragraph 40 mentions or 
suggests ascertaining whether a record identified as being affected by a detected change was pushed to 
a local application data store from a remote application data store in the manner required by claim 5. 
Furthermore Brown fails to teach or suggest synchronizing the remote application data store with the local 
application data store if it is ascertained that the identified record was not pushed." Examiner 
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disagrees with this contention. Paragraph 40 clearly states that in the event that 
changes between the local application data store (e.g. the client) and the remote 
application data store (e.g. the server) are detected, the server returns the new SSI 
along with the server metadata information needed to transition the client from its 
current state to the server's current state. Brown further establishes this act as the first 
step in the client synchronization process (paragraph 0071). 

Claims 10-12, 15, and 21 stand rejected for similar reasons as those disclosed in 
the rejection of claim 5. Similarly, claims 17 and 26 stand rejected for similar reasons 
as those disclosed in the rejection of claim 1 . Examiner maintains the claimed invention 
is unpatentable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10-12, 15, 17-23, 26-28, and 47-48 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brown et al. (U.S. Pre-grant Publication 
2002/0174180). 
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Referring to Claims 1 and 17: 

Brown discloses a coordinated push synchronization method, comprising the 
acts of: 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0056-0057); 

identifying a record affected by a detected change (paragraph 0057); 

pushing the identified record to a remote application data store (paragraph 0057); 

ascertaining whether the pushed record, in its current form as affected by the 
detected change, has already been replicated or deleted in the remote application data 
store; if not, updating the remote application data store with the pushed record 
(paragraphs 0080-0083); and 

identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store as a pushed 
record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 5 and 21 : 

Brown discloses a coordinated user-initiated synchronization method, comprising 
the acts of: 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0040); 

identifying a record affected by a detected change (paragraph 0041-0043); 

ascertaining whether the identified record, in its current form as affected by the 
detected change, was pushed to the local application data store (paragraph 0040); and 

if not, synchronizing the remote application data store with the local application 
data store (paragraph 0040). 
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Referring to Claims 10 and 26: 

Brown discloses a coordinated push and user-initiated synchronization method, 
comprising: 

detecting changes to a local application data store (paragraph 0040); 

identifying a first record in the local application data store affected by a detected 
change (paragraph 0041-0043); 

pushing the first record to a remote application data store (paragraph 0040); 

ascertaining whether the identified pushed record, in its current form as affected 
by the detected change, has already been replicated in or deleted the remote 
application data store and, if not, updating the remote application data store with the 
pushed record (paragraph 0040); 

detecting changes to the remote application data store (paragraph 0057); 

identifying a second record in the remote application data store affected by a 
detected change (paragraph 0057); 

ascertaining whether the second record, in its current form as affected by the 
detected change, has already been pushed into the remote application data store and, if 
not, synchronizing the remote application data store with the local application data store 
(paragraph 0079-0083). 

Referring to Claims 2 and 18: 

Brown discloses the limitations of Claims 1 and 17 above. Brown further 
discloses wherein the act of ascertaining includes comparing a local change counter 
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associated with the pushed record in the local application data store with a remote 
change counter associated with a corresponding record in the remote application data 
store (paragraph 0079). 

Referring to Claims 3, 7, 19 and 23: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 1, 5, 17 and 21 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of pushing the identified record comprises: 

if the identified record has been detected as being new, pushing a replica of the 
identified record with instructions to save the replica in the remote application data store 
(paragraph 0080); 

if the identified record has been detected as being modified, pushing a replica of 
the identified record with instruction to save the replica in the remote application data 
store replacing a prior version of the record (paragraph 0082); and 

if the identified record has been detected as being deleted, pushing instructions 
to delete a prior version of the identified contained in the remote application data store 
(paragraph 0081). 

Referring to Claims 4 and 20: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 1 and 17 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of identifying the pushed record in the remote application 
data store as a pushed record comprises associating an indicator with the pushed 
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record identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store as a pushed 
record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 6 and 22: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 5 and 21 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining includes examining an indicator associated 
with a pushed record identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store 
as a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 1 1 and 27: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining whether the pushed record has been 
replicated in or deleted from a the remote application data store includes comparing a 
local change counter associated with the pushed record in the local application data 
store with a remote change counter associated with a corresponding record in the 
remote application data store (paragraph 0079-83). 

Referring to Claims 12 and 28: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown further 
discloses, wherein the act of ascertaining whether the pushed record has been 
replicated in or deleted from the remote application data store includes examining an 



Application/Control Number: 10/075,134 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2135 

indicator associated with the pushed record identifying the pushed record in the remote 
application data store as a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claims 1 5 and 31 : 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claims 10 and 26 above. Brown further 
discloses, after updating the remote application data store with the pushed record, 
identifying the pushed record in the remote application data store, as a pushed record 
(paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claim 47: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claim 4 above. Brown further discloses, wherein 
the act of associating comprises setting a coordination flag for the pushed record 
(paragraph 0066). 

Referring to Claim 48: 

Brown discloses the limitation of Claim 6 above. Brown further discloses, 
wherein the Indicator comprises a coordination flag, a set coordination flag indicating 
that a record is a pushed record and a reset coordination flag indicating that the record 
is not a pushed record (paragraph 0066). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am - 4:30pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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